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CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION  

JURISDICTION  

On March 15, 2011, Complainant XXXX filed a complaint with the United States 
Department of Housing and Urban Development ("HUD" or "Charging Party") alleging that 
Respondents Marcus Manly Magee, III and Hot Properties, Inc. refused to rent a dwelling, 
offered different terms and conditions. engaged in steering, made a discriminatory statement, and 
misrepresented the availability of a dwelling on the basis of race, color and/or familial status in 
violation of subsections 804(a), (b), (c) and (d) of the Fair Housing Act, as amended ("Act"), 42 
U.S.C. § 3604(a), (h), (c) and (d). The Complaint was amended on March 29, 2011 to remove the 
aggrieved parties,' ra 	Hot Properties as a Respondent, an 80-1(c) violation, an 804(d) 
violation, a steering allegation. and color as a HI ■ k IOr the alleged discrimination. I  On July 26, 
'011. 	 \kd:,  liirther amended to add Inn lag.ce and \EM. and S., Inc. as 
ResI 
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Based on HUY. in\ estigation 	lire allcgations contained in the aLorementioned 
Complaint and the Determination of Reasonable ( atHc, Respondents Ind Magee, Marcus Manly 
Magee 111 and M.M. and S., Inc. ay..: charged \\ 	iolating 42 U.S.C. § 360-4a), (b), and (c) as 

A. I I ci  \ L A   A L Al 11 It RITY  

It is unlawful to refuse to rent a tlw elling, or otherwise make the dwelling 
unavailable, because of familial status. 42 U.S.C. § 3604(a); 24 C.F.R. § 100.60(a). 

2. It is unlawful to impose different terms, conditions, or pri\ lieges related to the rental 
of a dwelling because of familial status. 42 U.S.C. § 3604(b); 24 C.F.R. § 100.65(a). 

3. It is unlawful to make, or cause to be made, any statement, with respect to the rental 
of a dwelling, that indicates any preference, limitation, or discrimination based on 
familial status, or an intention to make any such preference, limitation, or 
discrimination. 42 U.S.C. § 3604(c); 24 C.F.R. § 100.75(a)-(c). 

al,  01 .W or more individuals under the age of 18 dom iciled  
a parent or other adult \\ ith  lee tl custody. 42 U.S.C. § 3602(10: 24 CFR § 100.20. 
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Three lhetlroom 	o bathroom home located at 108 Pecan I) \ one - Subj: 
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8. Respondent \ 	\ !age,: is the President of Respondent \ 1. \ 1. and 	Inc. 
Respondent \ laretis \ lagee Is responsible for fielding calls. shim 	properties. 
inter\ iev, 	potential tenants. accepting and processing ;ippheations. said e\ectinng 
leases 	personal properties and commercial properties owned and or managed by 
Respondent \ I.M. and S., Inc. Respondent Marcus Magee also occasionally assists in 
selecting tenants for residential properties that are owned and/or managed by 
Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. 

9. Respondent Ina Nlagee is married to Respondent Marcus Magee and the Vice President 
of Respondent \1.NI. and S., Inc. Respondent Ina Magee is responsible for fielding 
calk. showing properties, inter\ iewing potential tenants, accepting and processilqi 
applicatiins, and executing leases for residential properties that are owned and or 
managed by Respondents M.M. and S., Inc. or owned by Respondent Marcus Nlagee. 

10. Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. is a Mississippi corporation and a development and 
leasing company that owns the following eighteen (18) residential properties located in 
Magee, Mississippi: 

Three bedroom two bathroom home located at 108 Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bedroom two bathroom home located at 114 Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bedroom two bathroom home located at 118 Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bedroom two bathroom home located at 119 Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bedroom two bathroom home located at 130 Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bed0 iom two bathroom home located at 13I Pecan Grove Drive; 
Three bedrOOM twu hall'Ot)111 home located at 134 Pecan ( iro\ c \ c; 
Three bedroom mo hathroom 11 ■ 111',' htented ;0 135 Pccitil(11 -0\cDri\e. 
I tree bedroom o Hithroom home heated at I (iro\ c Delve: 
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Respondent N12\1 and S. Inc. manwle› 	 proc.,n - lic and the 
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IZc 	dc:It Marc 	Nla ,  

11. The 	PFL 	1 t ■ CarL.' fool 110111C 	 )0111> and tw o 
bathrooms. 13edroom 	Is approximate! \ 156.4 square (cct. 13etirooill 	is 
appro\imatcly 	 •I and 13e,iroom 	is approximately l square feet. 

the ',uhicet I); operp, 4 located in the 1Pecan r!O\ C ,t11 1)(11\ 	1. 1he 	1 ■ 1011 
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file PA';111 	C •111 , di \ iston and Rc , pondent MAI. and S., Inc. o\\lis  fourteen (14) 
honft's ill the PeC.Ill l irt)\ e sllhdl\ kiwi. All of the homes in the Pecan (110\ C 

Hon are 111;in:n2cd by Rc:pondeut..NI.M. and S., Inc. 

C. SLAM \RY OF ALLEGATIONS  IN Sl  PPORT OF THE CHARGE 

13. At the time of the alle g ed discriminatory acts, eleven (11) of the sixteen (16) homes 
located in the Pecan Gro\ e subdi \ ision were occupied. Four (4) of the homes were 
occupied by families with children under the age of 18. None of the four (4) homes 
were occupied by families with more than two (2) children under the ace of 18. 

14. Prior to the alleged discriminatory acts, the Subject Property was occupied by two 
adults and two (2) children who vacated home in 2009. 

15. At the time of the alleged discriminatory acts. Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. owned 
five (5) homes and Respondent Marcus Niagee owned two (2) homes that were 
located outside of the Pecan Grove subdivision. Six (6) homes were occupied and 
one (1) home was \ acant and unoccupied. .A I1 of the homes owned by Respondents 
M.M. and S., Inc. and Marcus Magee that were located outside of the Pecan Grove 
subdivision \\ ere  managed 11\ Respondent VAL 111C1 S., Inc, 

6. At the tin -H (HI 	alleg.,..d discriminator\ acts. rour 	or the 	 h ome ., 
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19. ComplaMant Lttillcb Res , ondent NI. \I. and S.. Inc. to nkluirc about the Subje, 
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flipltnntwl br, 	Pcspondeni \ 1.\I. and St, Inc. 	office to dis 	die  lntireH 

Propel 	( ompIantant inct 	Respondent Nlarcus \ ltq_lee and ( ttnIplaintint•› 
mother \‘‘ tilted outside in the car. Respondent Marcus \Lige:2 asked Complhinant 
about the number of people that \\ ould  occupy the Subject Property. Compl a inant 
ad\ iscd that FRC (:;" people one (I) adult and four p4) children- would occupy the 
Subject Property. Respondent \larcus :\lat,2ce advised that he could not rent the 
Subject Property to Complainant because she had "too many children." 

21. On or about January 25, 2011, Complainant again visited Respondent M.M. and S., 
Inc.'s office to inquire about renting the Subject Property. Respondent Marcus 

wee took Complainant to the Subject Property. During the visit, Respondent 
:\ !areas Nlagee asked Complainant about the number of people that would occupy the 
Ill^ll lc. Complainant advised that she would occupy the home, along with her four (4) 
children. Respondent Marcus Magee advised that a four bedroom home would be 
more suitable for her family. 

22. Respondents do not ha\ c written occupancy guidelines, however, they follow an 
unwritten policy that determines the maximum number of persons that can occupy a 
home leased by Respondent M.M. and S.. Inc. The maximum occupancy of a two 
bedroom two bathroom home is two (2) adults and two (2) children, or three (3) 
adults and no children. The maximum occupancy for a three bedroom two bathroom 
home is two (2) adults and three (3) children or three (3) adults and two (2) children. 
The maximum occupank:\ for a four bedroom two bathroom home is two (2) adults 
and l i ter (4) L.hildrk.sn  or three (3 ) adult--; and three (3) children. 
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rs..titn.int.2 to rcnt the , ttirne ihtrie to ( ordpittinant Hccitut,c she had 	I) children. 
Rci..pondentii 	and Ina \ 	engaged in steering and °then\ 	iolated 42 
U.S.C. 	;fill-101) 
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28. I:Ltpondent, \ 1 ..actn, and 	LIL2,Ce acted \\ ithin  their cap:tei 	and .itithorit\ 
Lanni() ees and or :1:.2CrIk 01 Respondent NEM. ailtt S., Inc. to sCCLIre le11;1111.s for home, 

owned by Respondent 1.M. and S., Inc. 

29. Respondent Init Magee acted within her capacity and authority as an employee and/or 
agent of Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. to secure tenants for homes 0 \\ vied  by 
Respondent Nliircus Magee. 

30. Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. is vicariously liable for discriminatory acts committed 
by Respondents Marcus and Ina Magee as it pertains to properties owned and/or 
managed by Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. 

31. Respondent Marcus Magee is also vicariously liable for discriminatory acts 
committed by Respondent Ina Magee as it relates to properties owned by Respondent 
Marcus Magee and managed by Respondent M.M. and S., Inc. 

Ill. 	CONCLUSION  

WHEREFORE, the Secretary n/ the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, through the (ghee of Genital Counsel, and pursuiim to 42 1'.8.C. 

3610qt it 2)(A), hereby chtirtel:ct,pondeliti, Inn \larci,. Altus tl, \ 	\ 	and NI.M. 
and S., Inc. with violating 42 	 (b), and (c) and prays that 	orde: 

that: 
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and 

5, \\\ arkis an additional relielas 	\ be appropriate under 42 U.S.C. § 36 

Respectfully submitted, 

DONNIE R. Alt RRAY 
Regional Counsel, Region IV 

	/5/ 	  
JACKLYN L. RINGHAUSEN 
Deputy Regional Counsel 

SHERRI R. SMITH 
Associate Regional Counsel 

Dated. 	lnber 20, 2011 
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